OU Price Index Data 08/18/2000

PURCHASE PRICE INDEX DATA 000
% of OU Raw NB:jt?:It Purchase

AREA OPERATING UNIT USERS | Services Price Price Price Per

Purchased| Index User
Index

Aberdeen CHEYENNE RIV 8,057 33% 84% 92% $ 2,739
Aberdeen CROW CREEK 3,684 36% 84% 2% $ 2,739
Aberdeen FLANDREAU 1,689 30% 84% 92% $ 2,739
Aberdeen FT BERTHOLD 5,683 37% 85% 9% $ 2,771
Aberdeen FT TOTTEN 4,973 38% 85% 93% $ 2,771
Aberdeen LOWER BRULE 2,020 41% 84% 2% $ 2,739
Aberdeen NORTHERN PONCA 1,594 90% 92% 101% $ 3,000
Aberdeen OMAHA 3,607 20% 87% 9%5% $ 2,837
Aberdeen PINE RIDGE 22,577 24% 85% 93% $ 2,771
Aberdeen RAPID CITY 11,783 31% 90% 98% $ 2,935
Aberdeen ROSEBUD 13,128 26% 84% 92% $ 2,739
Aberdeen SAC AND FOX 777 90% 88% 9%6% $ 2,869
Aberdeen SANTEE 1,312 46% 85% 93% $ 2,771
Aberdeen SISSET-WAHPT 5,822 35% 85% 9% $ 2,771
Aberdeen STANDNG ROCK 9,431 31% 85% 93% $ 2,771
Aberdeen TRENTON 1,494 30% 85% 9B% $ 2,771
Aberdeen TURTLE MOUNT 13,156 20% 85% 93% $ 2,771
Aberdeen WINNEBAGO 4,005 21% 92% 101% $ 3,000
Aberdeen YANKTON 4,090 32% 85% 93% $ 2,771
Alaska ALL ALASKA HEALTH SYSTEM 113,885 13% 125% 138% $ 4,098
Albuquerque ACOM CAN LAG 11,556 31% 88% 96% $ 2,865
Albuquerque ALBUQUERQUE 30,651 24% 87% 95% $ 2,831
Albuquerque JICARILLA 3,697 29% 83% 91% $ 2,718
Albuquerque MESCALERO 4,199 29% 83% 91% $ 2,718
Albuquerque SANTA FE 18,154 23% 88% 96% $ 2,858
Albuquerque SOUTHERN COL 5,196 23% 87% 95% $ 2,844
Albuquerque YSLETA DEL SUR 851 90% 91% 100% $ 2,968
Albuquerque ZUNI-RAMAH 11,096 16% 84% 2% $ 2,746
Bemidii Bad River 1,826 51% 90% 98% $ 2,926
Bemidiji Bay Mills 1,080 42% 89% 97% $ 2,898
Bemidii Cass/Leech Lake 8,731 24% 83% 91% $ 2,699
Bemidiji FOND DU LAC 5,184 23% 90% 98% $ 2,926
Bemidji Forest County Potawatomi 786 90% 88% 96% $ 2,875
Bemidiji GRAND PORTAGE 447 90% 90% 98% $ 2,926
Bemidii Grand Traverse 1,426 25% 89% 97% $ 2,897
Bemidji Hannahville/MI Potawatomi 755 90% 88% 9%6% $ 2,875
Bemidiji Ho-Chunk 3,470 28% 85% 93% $ 2,774
Bemidji Huron Potawatomi 612 90% 96% 105% $ 3,118
Bemidji Keweenaw Bay/L'Anse 1,584 39% 89% 97% $ 2,898
Bemidji Lac Courte Oreilles 3,487 43% 90% 98% $ 2,926
Bemidji Lac Du Flambeau 2,514 25% 85% 93% $ 2,774
Bemidji Lac Vieux Desert 374 90% 89% 97% $ 2,898
Bemidii Little River Ottawa 950 90% 97% 106% $ 3,150
Bemidji Little Traverse Odawa 2,500 56% 89% 97% $ 2,898
Bemidii Lower Sioux 504 90% 93% 102% $ 3,042
Bemidji Menominee 5,652 23% 89% 97% $ 2,887
Bemidiji MILLE LACS 2,012 26% 82% 90% $ 2,669
Bemidiji NETT LAKE 1,115 32% 96% 105% $ 3,124
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Bemidii Oneida 7,120 24% 88% 96% $ 2,875
Bemidji Pokagon Potawatomi 2,391 43% 96% 105% $ 3,118
Bemidii Prairie Island 326 90% 93% 102% $ 3,042
Bemidiji Red CIiff 1,477 37% 90% 98% $ 2,926
Bemidiji RED LAKE 6,850 20% 88% 9%6% $ 2,875
Bemidji Saginaw/Mt Pleasant 2,036 33% 96% 105% $ 3,122
Bemidji Sault Ste Marie 8,721 28% 89% 97% $ 2,898
Bemidji Shakopee 428 90% 93% 102% $ 3,042
Bemidii Sokaogon/Mole Lake 520 90% 93% 102% $ 3,042
Bemidiji St. Croix 1,455 28% 102% 111% $ 3,318
Bemidji Stockbridge-Munsee 2,282 20% 89% 97% $ 2,887
Bemidji Upper Sioux 334 90% 93% 102% $ 3,042
Bemidiji WHITE EARTH 7,342 27% 88% 97% $ 2,883
Billings BLACKFEET 12,043 24% 85% 93% $ 2,781
Billings CROW 12,422 23% 87% 95% $ 2,836
Billings FLATHEAD 10,398 51% 85% 93% $ 2,781
Billings FORT PECK 9,396 50% 85% 93% $ 2,781
Billings FT. BELKNAP 5,572 24% 85% 93% $ 2,781
Billings NORTHERN CHEYENNE 7,385 22% 85% 93% $ 2,781
Billings ROCKY BOY'S 4,998 30% 85% 93% $ 2,781
Billings WIND RIVER 10,377 49% 88% 9%6% $ 2,861
California BERRY CREEK/MOORETOWN 3,029 45% 105% 115% $ 3,415
California CABAZON 11 90% 106% 115% $ 3,440
California CENTRAL VALLEY 5,045 45% 103% 113% $ 3,356
California CHAPA-DE INDIAN HEALTH PRC 3,572 45% 108% 118% $ 3,520
California COLUSA TRIBAL HEALTH 234 90% 105% 115% $ 3,432
California CONSOLD THC 2,382 55% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California GREENVILLE 1,208 55% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California HUPA HEALTH ASSOCIATION 2,780 45% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California INDIAN HLH C 4,363 45% 118% 129% $ 3,850
California KARUK TRB HP 1,743 55% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California LAKE COUNTY 1,241 55% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California LASSEN COUNTY 892 90% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California MODOC IHP 182 90% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California NORTH VALLEY 1,539 55% 101% 110% $ 3,290
California PIT RIVER HEALTH SERVICES 909 90% 112% 123% $ 3,664
California QUARTZ VALLEY 105 90% 95% 104% $ 3,090
California REDDING RANCHERIA IND HLTF 3,780 45% 113% 123% $ 3,676
California RIVERSIDE SB 9,320 35% 102% 111% $ 3,313
California ROUND VALLEY 1,184 55% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California SANTA YNEZ 518 90% 110% 120% $ 3,576
California SHINGLE SPRINGS TRIB HLTH F 665 90% 115% 125% $ 3,734
California SONOMA CTY H 3,890 45% 123% 134% $ 4,001
California SOUTHERN IHC 1,818 45% 118% 129% $ 3,850
California SYCUAN MEDICAL CENTER 95 90% 118% 129% $ 3,850
California TABLE MOUNTAIN 26 90% 98% 108% $ 3,210
California TOIYABE 2,650 45% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California TULE RIVER 2,394 45% 101% 111% $ 3,304

20f4



QU Price Index Data 08/18/2000

PURCHASE PRICE INDEX DATA 000
% of OU Raw NB:jt?:It Purchase

AREA OPERATING UNIT USERS | Services Price : Price Per

Price
Purchased| Index User
Index

California TUOLUMNE 1,634 55% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California UIHS-TSURAI 6,135 90% 100% 110% $ 3,268
California WARNER MOUNTAIN IND HLTH . 113 90% 100% 110% $ 3,268
Nashville ALABAMA-COUSHATTA 810 90% 78% 85% $ 2,531
Nashville Catawba 633 90% 91% 100% $ 2,978
Nashville CHEROKEE 11,029 24% 83% 91% $ 2,705
Nashville CHITTAMACHA 401 90% 78% 85% $ 2,547
Nashville CHOCTAW (Miss. Band) 7,796 20% 76% 83% $ 2,469
Nashville CHOCTAW (Jena Band) 122 90% 84% 922% $ 2,749
Nashville COUSHATTA 405 90% 78% 85% $ 2,547
Nashville CREEK (Poarch Band) 2,251 30% 86% 94% $ 2,800
Nashville MALISEET (Houlton Band) 369 90% 86% 94% $ 2,790
Nashville MICCOSUKEE 673 90% 104% 114% $ 3,383
Nashville MICMAC (Arroostook Band) 508 90% 86% 94% $ 2,790
Nashville Mohegan 972 90% 116% 127% $ 3,791
Nashville NARRAGANSETT 687 90% 108% 119% $ 3,535
Nashville ONEIDA 1,974 20% 94% 103% $ 3,057
Nashville PASSAMAQ I T 876 90% 86% 94% $ 2,790
Nashville PASSAMAQ P P 1,130 90% 86% 94% $ 2,790
Nashville PENOBSCOT 1,335 26% 93% 102% $ 3,037
Nashville PEQUOT 932 95% 108% 118% $ 3,514
Nashville SEMINOLE 3,178 34% 98% 108% $ 3,207
Nashville SENECA HL PR 4,722 35% 95% 103% $ 3,082
Nashville ST.RE.MOHAWK 4,806 35% 89% 97% $ 2,896
Nashville TUNICA BILOX 238 90% 85% 93% $ 2,761
Nashville WAMPANOAG 288 90% 108% 118% $ 3,514
Navajo CHINLE 37,918 16% 85% 93% $ 2,764
Navajo CROWNPOINT 22,298 24% 84% 922% $ 2,744
Navajo FT.DEFIANCE 31,018 42% 85% 93% $ 2,757
Navajo GALLUP 44,451 15% 84% 91% $ 2,723
Navajo KAYENTA 20,465 20% 86% 94% $ 2,809
Navajo SHIPROCK 52,225 16% 84% 922% $ 2,744
Navajo TUBA CITY 29,037 20% 96% 105% $ 3,139
Navajo WINSLOW 15,970 29% 87% 95% $ 2,841
Oklahoma Abs Shawnee 4,451 15% 86% 94% $ 2,816
Oklahoma Cherokee 73,486 14% 81% 88% $ 2,631
Oklahoma Chickasaw 29,787 15% 86% 94% $ 2,816
Oklahoma Choctaw 32,289 12% 83% 91% $ 2,707
Oklahoma Citizen Potawatomi 11,456 19% 86% 94% $ 2,816
Oklahoma CLAREMORE 40,042 26% 81% 88% $ 2,631
Oklahoma CLINTON 11,439 25% 86% 94% $ 2,816
Oklahoma Creek 17,488 23% 81% 88% $ 2,631
Oklahoma HASKELL 3,923 19% 85% 93% $ 2,776
Oklahoma HOLTON 1,780 25% 85% 93% $ 2,776
Oklahoma Kaw 823 20% 81% 88% $ 2,631
Oklahoma Kickapoo / lowa of OK 6,978 18% 86% 94% $ 2,816
Oklahoma Kickapoo of KS 587 90% 85% 93% $ 2,776
Oklahoma Kickapoo of Texas 527 90% 89% 98% $ 2,907
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Oklahoma LAWTON 23,434 14% 78% 86% $ 2,557
Oklahoma PAWNEE 14,732 44% 81% 88% $ 2,631
Oklahoma Sac and Fox of OK 9,249 27% 86% 94% $ 2,816
Oklahoma TAHLEQUAH 16,581 10% 81% 88% $ 2,631
Oklahoma WEWOKA 11,007 10% 86% 94% $ 2,816
Oklahoma Wyandotte / E Shaw 496 90% 81% 88% $ 2,631
Phoenix COLORADO RIV 7,659 38% 97% 106% $ 3,170
Phoenix Duckvalley Shoshone Paiute Tribe 1,342 20% 95% 103% $ 3,084
Phoenix Elko/Ely SU 2,733 43% 90% 98% $ 2,919
Phoenix FT. YUMA 3,769 28% 100% 110% $ 3,270
Phoenix GILA RIVER HCC 19,677 17% 97% 106% $ 3,156
Phoenix KEAMS CANYON 6,850 20% 85% 94% $ 2,788
Phoenix PHOENIX 49,547 12% 96% 105% $ 3,138
Phoenix SAN CARLOS 11,779 23% 85% 93% $ 2,764
Phoenix SCHURZ (9 locations) 12,796 47% 106% 116% $ 3,444
Phoenix UINTAH-OURAY 4,493 35% 89% 97% $ 2,898
Phoenix WHITERIVER 14,945 18% 85% 93% $ 2,764
Portland COEUR D'ALENE 3,085 23% 102% 111% $ 3,321
Portland COLVILLE 7,321 44% 102% 112% $ 3,336
Portland FT.HALL 5,918 40% 86% 94% $ 2,809
Portland KLAMATH 2,409 59% 96% 105% $ 3,142
Portland NEAH BAY 3,544 33% 102% 112% $ 3,336
Portland NORTH IDAHO 3,784 42% 85% 93% $ 2,770
Portland NORTHWEST WA 3,848 33% 107% 117% $ 3,499
Portland PUGET SOUND 10,421 36% 111% 121% $ 3,611
Portland PUYALLUP 7,261 20% 102% 112% $ 3,336
Portland SOUTHERN OREGON 1,964 23% 98% 107% $ 3,199
Portland TAHOLAH 3,693 27% 102% 112% $ 3,336
Portland UMATILLA 2,805 32% 96% 105% $ 3,142
Portland WARM SPRINGS 4,788 31% 101% 110% $ 3,279
Portland WELLPINIT 3,027 39% 102% 112% $ 3,336
Portland WESTERN ORGN 10,729 23% 104% 113% $ 3,375
Portland YAKAMA 11,654 36% 102% 112% $ 3,336
Tucson TONONO O'ODHAM 18,768 24% 93% 101% $ 3,018
Tucson YAQUI 4,404 81% 93% 101% $ 3,024
1,395,591

Operating unit means any of a number of terms (service unit, contract, compact, hospital, etc.) and reflects the local delivery system
organization. 1997 user counts are used temporally and will be replaced with revised counts in the near future. CHS % means the % of
OU $ for the benefit package that are currently from the CHS line-item. The raw price index is from the actuary's technical report and is
based on a county level prevailing hospital wage rates and physician practice costs. The budget neutral price index is benchmarked using
$2,980 per user adjusted for the weighted average of local OU raw indices. Budget neutral means expected total cost for all IHS covered
Indians when considering local price variations is unchanged from the findings in Part | of the LNF study. Price adjusted cost per user is
the expected cost in the local market for each OU.
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